
Habitat Project Proposal

Proposal Number: 817Proposal Title: Fremont Aspen Restoration/Enhancement

DWR Region: Southern Region Lead Agency: BLM

PM Phone: 4358656113

Project Description: Restore and enhance aspen clones by hand removal of competing conifers, use of prescribed fire, and constructing livestock exclosure 
structures.

Proposed Start Date: 07/01/2008

Project Location: Fremont Canyon

Shapefile Name: S:\DWR\HPD - 2009\GIS Shape Files\Fremont_817.sh

Potential Risks: Loss of aspen habitat and thus impacts to wildlife species associated with this type.

UPCD Reg Team Coord Date: 01/16/2008

Proposed 
NEPA Action:

Project Type: Terrestrial Habitat

Seed Source:

Regional Priority: Within Focus Area

Description of 
Problem/Need:

The condition of the scattered aspen clones throughout the allotment is “poor.”  These clones are on the ecological edge of where they 
can potentially exist and are thus naturally subject to water-related stress and competition stress from other vegetation (including other 
tree species and shrubs).  Compounding stress on most clones is the high amount of browsing that is occurring both from wildlife and 
cattle.  Cattle use is extremely high particularly in the clones that are on relatively gentle slopes.  Animals are bedding, trampling, 
browsing, and barking trees.  Most clones are attempting to regenerate themselves but this process is hampered by animal use.  In 
some cases clones have been so severely impacted as to have only one or few trees remaining.  It is likely that these will be lost on 
the landscape, along with their genetics.  

Several aspen clones are being impacted by various conifer species.  Rocky Mountain juniper is present in varying amounts in many of 
the clones.  White fir is present in several clones in the Burnt Peak area, and it has become the dominant species in some areas, 
effectively eliminating all but a remnant component of aspen.

Relevance to  
Strategic Plans:

As part of focus for Healthy Forest Initiative, these areas were evaluated concurrently with the analysis of grazing for the Fremont 
Allotment.

Proposed Methods: Several methods of treatment could be pursued to help restore the health of the aspen in this area. Hand removal of conifer species 
from aspen stands would be a first option. Conifer species are impacting 120 acres of Aspen habitat comprised of 26 separate clones. 
Fifteen clones could be included in prescribed burns in future years. In the remaining 11 areas, hand/chainsaw treatment would be the 
most feasible method of implementation due to the scattered nature of the areas, which range in size from less than 1 acre to 40 
acres.The planning aspect of the project has included design, NEPA analysis, cultural surveys, and wildlife surveys. Hand thinning 
could be accomplished by BLM force account crews or via a contract. Prescribed fire may be used in several areas, not only to 
regenerate the aspen but also to reduce competing conifers and shrubs within aspen clones, and to create a mosaic of age classes in 
the adjacent vegetation types. Such a treatment would be beneficial to forest health, wildlife habitat, grazing, and fuels reduction 
objectives. A “cool-season” burn can be a highly effective way to achieve these goals. A “hot-season” burn is not recommended as this 
can lead to excessive erosion, damage to sprouting species root systems (aspen being one), and a reduced mosaic burn effect on the 
landscape. 

Four potential burn areas are mapped that include a component of aspen. Burn areas range in size from approximately 190 to 275 
acres each, totaling approximately 975 acres. The size and configuration of these units may be modified slightly to address specific 
resource issues and tactical considerations (suitable control lines). The Sackett Hollow burn unit’s south control line may be moved 
north to avoid burning in the majority of the mountain mahogany cover type.Any burning accomplished would need to be followed by an 
appropriate period of rest from livestock. Livestock would need to be excluded from regenerating aspen areas for a minimum of three 
to five years, until the aspen are tall enough for the main growing leader to be above the reach of browsing cattle. Temporary fencing or 
slashing of standing tees might be used to accomplish this should resting the entire pasture were not a viable option. It would be best 
for the aspen, and perhaps lower the impact on the permittee’s operations, if permanent livestock exclosure fences could be 
constructed around most of the aspen clones. Some of the clones on the steeper slopes where cattle do not congregate might not 
need fencing and slashing may be adequate.

Objectives: Reduce animal impacts to aspen to allow clones to reproduce and thus maintain the habitat in this watershed.  Restore and enhance 
aspen clones to insure their continued healthy existence within this watershed.  Reduce vegetative competition from late seral conifers 
(Rocky Mountain Juniper and White Fir).  Modify mature sagebrush communities to break up single-age structure and create a mosaic 
of structural classes.

County: Iron

Project Manager: Doug Page
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Project Map:

Proposed 
Arch Action:

Monitoring Details: o�Aspen regeneration surveys will be completed, as a minimum, in the first, third, and fifth years following treatments.  o�Fencing 
and livestock barriers will be monitored annually for five years.  o�Surveys will be completed for potential noxious weed 
establishment during the first and second years following treatment, and beyond that if deemed necessary.  o�Post-treatment wildlife 
monitoring will include re-visiting photo points, monitoring known raptor nests, and documenting post-treament stand condition over 
several years to document changes in stand condition and wildlife use.

Vegetation Monitoring Wildlife Monitoring

Cons. Outreach 
Details:

LAND OWNERSHIP

SPECIES BENEFITING

PROPOSED FUNDING

PROPOSED BUDGET

Item Description DWR Account
In Kind/      

Partner Contrib. 

Contractual Services $20,000.00 $2,000.00

Personal Services $0.00 $25,000.00

Materials and Supplies $15,000.00 $3,000.00

Seed & Seed transport $12,000.00 $0.00

$30,000.00$47,000.00Totals

Source
Amount 

Requested
Date 

Approved
Amount 

Approved

BLM (Watershed) $47,000.00 $0.00

BLM (In-kind) $0.00 $30,000.00

$30,000.00$47,000.00Totals

Owner Acres

BLM 120

Total 120

Elk Mule Deer Northern Goshawk Blue Grouse

Greater Sage-grouse Neotropical Birds
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